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MINUTES - FACULTY SENATE MEETING OF JULY 11, 1985 
The meeting was called to order at 3:08 PM by Chairman 
Charles B. Weasmer. 
I. Correction and Approval of Minutes. 
Professor Beamer (PHAR} noted the minutes did not show the 
submission and subsequent approval of the Grade Change Committee 
report. 
The corrected minutes were approved. 
II. Reports of Officers. 
Provost Borkowski announced the approval of "bridge money" 
by the Commission on Higher Education for the Swearingen Engi-
neering Center and the Koger Art Center. The Budget and Control 
Board must now consider the request. 
The Provost reviewed the budget situation and noted that at 
99 percent of full-formula funding, the University will lose one 
million dollars. In addition, the mandated 6 percent increase 
in the salary budget was funded at 80 percent with the rest 
($800,000) to be made up from the general appropriation budget. 
The academic and support areas of the University System requested 
$20,000,000 but the budget contains only a $4,000,000 increase. 
Some form of tuition increase will probably occur. The Provost 
also noted that a 5 percent adjustment in the formula is about 
the maximum we can expect in any given budget year. 
In terms of faculty salaries, one-half of one percent will 
be used for promotional increases and to rectify clear cases of 
inequity. There will be no prioritizing among colleges this year. 
In reviewing past changes in the University the Provost noted 
that computer access has improved in three years from one access 
device for 300 students to now where there are 30 students to an 
access device. T.A. stipends have been increased to make us more 
competitive. He noted, however, that as the University continues 
to grow and develop and faculty expectations increase our budget 
problems will never cease. 
The Provost commented on the Senate's concern over the con-
flict between Metro Conference competition and the exam period. 
Both Mr. Marcum and he are distressed over the situation and unless 
the conflict can be resolved the University may have to reassess 
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whether we will take part in these competitions. Mr. Marcum will 
discuss the problem with the Metro Conference Commissioner in the 
fall. The Provost then received questions from the floor. 
Professor Sharpley (MATH) requested clarification of a news-
paper report that 140 new hirees, to be paid for from external 
grants, had been authorized for the Columbia campus. He wished 
to know if they were tenure track positions and what our long 
term commitment to this soft money would be. 
Provost Borkowski explained that the state can govern and 
monitor pos1t1ons 1n two ways: one way is through establishing 
slotted numbers; another way is through monetary commitment. In 
this case, the University requested 350 slotted numbers and re-
ceived approval for 135 or 138, but no state money for their 
salaries was appropriated. During the past year we ran into the 
problem that the state had withdrawn approved slotted numbers 
because they were not filled during the downturn of the economy. 
However, grants and research contracts had increased, money for 
hiring was available, but we had no approved slots. The approved 
slotted numbers are now available for both hard and soft money. 
The determination if they will be tenure track slots depends on 
the nature of the position. What the legislature did was to 
relieve the University of having to scramble to find slots when 
somebody received a research grant. 
Professor Briggs (FORL) inquired about the policy of acquiring 
first class peopleat the senior level. He wished to know if the 
Provost's Office was actively encouraging the acquisition of such 
people. 
Provost Borkowski said a great deal depended upon what the 
department and/or the college believe is needed. His concern is 
that we recruit the best possible person in that field based upon 
the constraints placed on that position. 
III. Reports of Committees. 
A. Senate Steering Committee, Professor Richard Silvernail, 
Secretary: 
Silvernail placed the name of Professor s. Travis Pritchett 
(BAI:M) in nomination for a one year vacancy on Faculty Welfare 
Committee to replace Professor Mike Ferri (BAI:M). 
B. Grade Change Committee, Professor Robert Beamer, 
Co-chairman: 
Beamer moved adoption of the Committee's report. 
Weasmer asked for discussion, there being none, a voice vote 
approved the report as submitted. 
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c. Curricula and Courses Committee, Professor Scott Goode, 
Chairman: 
Goode stated a monumental report was to be considered; the 
Senate murmured their agreement to the statement. (Secretary's 
note: for the sake of a form of brevity, a slightly different 
reporting format has been used to compress twelve pages of trans-
cription.) Each of the Roman numeral sections was moved for 
adoption. (Discussion and changes are noted by Roman numeral.) 
(I.) No discussion--approved as submitted. 
(II.) Discussion: Professor Ed Mercer (CHEM) questioned 
what appeared to him to be unnecessary duplication of old PRSC 
courses and other courses. Professor Sarah Wise (PRSC) responded 
that the courses had been approved by the Senate in May a year 
ago, and only a change in designator is being requested. 
Mercer stated that this might be the time to rectify a per-
haps earlier error of the Senate. 
Professor Abernathy (GINT) voiced reservations concerning 
granting 1-6 hours of credit for independent study in RETL 399, 
OAJ:M 399, and HRTA 399. He felt the internships were appropriate, 
but felt practicums might be more appropriate than independent 
study. 
Professor Pat Moody (PRSC) responded that the departments 
were simply asking for the same type of course offered in other 
University programs. The 399 courses would not be used across 
the bl)ard and it would be a very unusual circumstance if it were 
used. 
Goode noted that the course deletions included PRSC 299 
(1-15 hours). 
Changes made: 1) PRSC 217 was removed from consideration 
by the committee. 
2) Prerequisite for OAIM 242 changed to 
OAIM 242 and OAIM 238. 
3) Prerequisites for OAIM 343 changed to 
OAI1'1 242 and OAI1'1 243. 
4) Prerequisites for OAIM changed to OAIM 
160 and OAIM 264. 
5) HRTA 340 retains prerequisite BIOL 120 
or permission of instructor. 
(III. and IV.) No discussion--approved as submitted. 
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(V.) No discussion. Changes made: 
1. ENGR 120 to 1 credit hour. 
2. Sum of Group B to ..!..§_ hours. 
3. Change last paragraph on p. A-18 to: " ••• courses 
attempted of at least 2.0, including repeated grad-
ing, and a GPR of 2.0 on all engineering major 
courses. 
4. Delete the first paragraph on p. A-19 (this is 
identical to the University statement and thus 
redundant.) 
5. Remove excessive are to be from second paragraph 
p. A-19. 
6. On p. A-20, in the Computer Engineering Curriculum, 
replace EECE 362, 363, and 372 with EECE 334, 341, 
342, 342L, and 352. ~-
7. Change ENGR 113 and ENGR 120 from 3 hours credit to 
1 hour credit. 
8. On p. A-23, change phase contracting to phase 
contacting. 
9. ECIV 535 and ECIV 536 on p. A-28, and ECIV 546, 
p. ~-29, should be considered as new courses as 
the Senate is not empowered to deal with 700 level 
courses. 
10. Change prerequisite for EECE 222, EECE 376 and EECE 
361 to ENGR 220. 
11. Change ENGR 561 to EECE 561. 
(V.) Approved with changes. 
(VI. and VII.) Approved as submitted. 
(VIII.) No discussion, changes made: 
1. GEOL 556 should be considered as a new course. 
(VIII.) Approved with change. 
Chairman Weasmer thanked the committee and the Senate for their 
Herculean efforts thus far. 
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D. Admissions Committee, Professor Jerry Curry, Chairman: 
Curry gave a background statement and then moved the Committee 
report. 
Professor Meccer (CHEM) requested a change in the proposed 
wording, last sentence, to read: " • grade point average which 
results in admission to • • • • " 
Curry stated the Committee was agreeable to the change in 
wording. 
Professor Sharpley (MATH) inquired if separate colleges had 
different predicted GPR admission requirements. Curry explained 
that yes, colleges have different predicted GPR requirements but 
an applicant can be admitted to the University with a lower pre-
dicted GPR than required for a given college. The admitted student 
can then be placed into that college as a conditional year student. 
Weasmer called for a vote and the revised report was adopted. 
F. Scholastic Standards and Petitions Committee, Pro-
fessor Alan Sear, Chairman: 
Sear moved the Committee report, by section, with the 
correction~several typographical errors. After some discussion 
concerning priority enrollment of journalism majors in College of 
Journalism courses, all sections were passed by voice vote. 
IV. Report of Secretary. 
Silvernail announced the General Faculty meeting will be held 
in the Law Auditorium, 4 September at 3:00 PM. The Faculty Senate 
will meet immediately following the General Faculty meeting. He 
also praised the effort of the University Printing Division in 
getting out the minutes and agenda for this meeting. Due to a tight 
deadline and equipment failure much of the work had to be done by 
hand. 
v. Unfinished Business. 
None. 
VI. New Business. 
None. 
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VII. Good of the Order. 
Professor Abernathy (GINT} remarked that the Chairman had 
provided an interesting, efficient and entertaining two years. 
Professor Goode (CHEM,} thanked the people he had worked 
with in his office as chairman of Curricula and Courses Committee. 
Weasmer inquired if there were any further nominations for 
the one year vacancy on the Faculty Welfare Committee. There being 
none, he declared Professor Pritchett elected to the committee. 
VIII. Announcements. 
Chairman Weasmer noted that as Professor Abernathy had indi-
cated this would be his last occasion to preside over a meeting 
of Faculty Senate. While he was loath to give up the enormous 
perks associated with the office, he has decided in the interest 
of maintaining sanity he would leave the office, but only after 
delivering a "swan song." He expressed his appreciation and 
gratitude to the number of people (unnamed} who had been so help-
ful and supportive. He then enjoined the gathering to remember 
that the work of the Senate is never done as new problems, new 
challenges are constantly arising and give cause for concern. 
Yet, his final words rang out, "I have enjoyed it all very much 
and I thank you all for it. Meeting adjourned." Time 4: 21 PM. 
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